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ATTACHMENT 1 TO 12_16-98 PLANNING COJ\1MISSION PAGE 1 OF 2 

Decanber 16, 1998 

To: Rod Despain 

Nancy Uebelt 
468 East 200 South 
American Fork UT 84003 

RE: review and action on the Uebelt subdivision plat scheduled for tonight 

As our telephone conversation a few aao, I my 
CXXlC8mS abaut .1he Uebelt_plat, _whicttJ ... by I 
explained to the judge that there was a boUildaJY..dispute and that nat all the land that 
was being subdivided was in my name. The judge felt that the dispute could be 
resolved later. 1 know previous planning meetings that Kevin Bennett 
has stated all information should be correct· before submitting anything to the city 
aluncit. · 

I feel that by thE! judge rnakinQ me· Sign the plaf, j. misrepresented myself as 
being the owner of all the property, which I want to make dear to the City that I am 
not the owner of all the property riSted on the Plat. Some of the property is in the 
Proctors (neighbor) name. The disputed p-operty really needs to be in my name, 
otherwise all my buildings on 1he west side of lot 1 are only inches fNIS'J from the 
boundary fine, making lot 1 out of ccmpraance with city cede. 

Another concern ·is that the majority (all except the 5 tbot boundary dispute) of lot 1 is 
awned by myself in severally .I have a deed to 'back that up. Nancy Uebelt 
is the owner of lot 1, and lot 2 is awned by Nancy Uebelt, Mary Gray, and Hedy 
McClellan. 

I still am not clear as to why I have to subdivide property, 'Nhich I had a sales 
agreement to purchase, which dates back to 1989. I see several property owners 
around me which have done exactly as I have done and they have not had to 
subdivide, example, the Proctcrs, the Glen Roundy new residence , and just the 
lasted purchase by the city • of property of my half brother Arne Uebelt on fifth east 

I am very opposed the 8ft PUE easement mmpletely ·surrounding my residence 
shovvn as lot 1. This easement takes up 5, 385 square feet of my property. which is 
18% of my residence. 1· ask for a variance on the PUE easement far lot 1 too 
completely remove the Pue for the faUowing reasons, 1. I have several buildings 
on the wem. Side of lot 1, which are setting on top of the proposed easement, and 2. 
There are already 8 foot PUE easements ccrnpletely bordering lot 1, which would 
make a 16foatPUE. 
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Another ooncem is that as of this morning Robert Kunz has not staked the ground as 
shown on the plat as his signature so indicates, I am not exactly sure where all the 

. boundary fanes are. 

As far as the· 5 foot boundary dispute goes , just this morning I talked with Tony at the 
tiUe company and she infcnns me that the deeds to settle the dispute are stall being 
held and have not been recorded. I offered to pay the taxes due m the property in 
question so as we can ·get the deeds filed and make a legal subdivision, · but the title 
mmpanys instructions are to hold the deeds until the closing a1 lot 2 takes place, 
We can not dose on lot 2 until this subdivision takes place I am very ccncerned as to 
why the deeds of the disputed property can nat be remrded, I understand all parties 
have signed the deeds to clear up the dispute, but I am mi'IC2Il18d because they 
have the option and have already once exercised that option to take back the deeds 
they signed. I feel there is something else going on as to why the deeds are not 
being filed to dear up the dispute, as The Davis's below me on s" east just sold there 
property and have the same property dispute with the same parties as I do, and the 5 
foot strip was nat granted to them even though the deeds are signed. 

I also do not wish to be known in the records as lot 1 ~ I want my property recorded in 
metes- and - bounds. 

I understand this is a complicated situation, so in a nutsheU I wiD summarize my 
mncems. 

1~ The plat is subdMdinq some prooertywhlch is stiR in Protors name 

2. lot 1 and 2 have adferent ownership 

3. Reauest Variance on the 8 ft PUE on lot 1 to completely remove the 
easement 

4. Property has not been completely staked by the suryeyor 

I wiD probably not be able to attend the meeting tonight, but feel it important to let the 
planning commission be aware of my position and concerns. 

Thank you, 

Nancy Uebelt 758-2828 

CC: J. H. Hadfield, Kevin Bennett, members of the planning commision 
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